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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the Election made on 8/27/09. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 6/7/07 with respect to the claims have been 
considered and are not persuasive. In substance, applicant's argue that Cromer 
teaches "either a particular printer driver or uses a 'generic' driver" and thus does not 
teach an output device object that specifically relates to the particular output device. 

3. In response to applicant's arguments, the examiner respectfully maintains his 
position. It is submitted that a particular printer driver taught by Cromer, as agreed by 
the applicants, would correspond to a specific object relating to a specific device. 
Therefore, Cromer still meets the scope of the limitations as currently claimed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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5. Claims 1-3, 5-7, 9-10, 14-19, 24-26, 28-32, 34-37, 40 and 42 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Cromer et al (US Patent No. 6,493,104) 
hereinafter referred to as Cromer. 

As to claim 1 , Cromer teaches a data output device for rendering output content 
managed from an mobile information apparatus, the mobile information apparatus being 
distinct and separate from the output device, the output device comprising: a rendering 
engine that outputs in accordance with output data acceptable to the output 
device;(Abstract; Figs 3 and 4) 

and memory storage that stores at least part of one or more output device 
objects, with one or more device dependent attributes corresponding to the output 
device; (Abstract; Figs 3 and 4; col 2, lines 9-13) 

the output device having means for providing at least part of the output device 
object to the information apparatus, and means for receiving output data from the 
information apparatus, the output data related to the output content managed from the 
information apparatus and in a form at least compatible with the one or more attributes 
acceptable to the output device, (col 2, lines 1-13) 

As to claim 2, Cromer teaches the output device of claim 1 further comprising 
means for storing one or more output device objects with one or more attributes 
corresponding to the one or more output devices. (Abstract; Figs 3 and 4; col 2, lines 9- 
13; col 6, lines 16-20) 

As to claim 3, Cromer teaches the output device of claim 1 further comprising 
means for receiving plural service requests from plural information apparatuses, the 
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output device providing the at least part of the output device object to each of the plural 
information apparatuses, (col 5, lines 50-55) 

As to claim 5, Cromer teaches the output device of claim 1 in which the at least 
part of the output device object is provided to the information apparatus in response to a 
service request received from the information apparatus. (Abstract; Figs 3 and 4; col 5, 
lines 55-64; col 6, lines 6-9) 

As to claim 6, Cromer teaches the output device of claim 1 further includes 
means for providing the at least part of the output device object to the information 
apparatus as unsolicited information without a request therefor from the information 
apparatus. (Abstract; Figs 3 and 4; cols 5 and 6, lines 30-67 and 1-48) 

As to claim 7, Cromer teaches the output device of claim 1 in which the at least 
part of the output device object is provided to the information apparatus in more than 
one communication session with the information apparatus. (Abstract; Figs 3 and 4; col 
5, lines 30-35) 

As to claim 9, Cromer teaches the output device of claim 1 further includes 
means for implementing job management functionalities with one or more of data output 
job queuing and spooling. (Abstract; Figs 3 and 4; col 6, lines 17-20) 

As to claim 10, Cromer teaches the output device of claim 1 further includes 
means for providing a user interface for receiving user-implemented modifications of the 
output device. (Figs 3 and 4; col 5 , lines 30-49) 
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As to claim 14, Cromer teaches the output device of claim 1 further comprising 
an output controller with means for communicating with the information apparatus, (col 
3, lines 36-43) 

As to claim 15, Cromer teaches the output device of claim 14 in which the output 
controller is separate from the output device. (Abstract; col 3, lines 36-43) 

As to claim 16, Cromer teaches the output device of claim 14 in which the output 
controller further includes means for converting the output data into a form acceptable 
to a printer controller. (Figs 3 and 4; cols 5 and 6, lines 65-67 and 1-9) 

As to claim 17, Cromer teaches the output device of claim 14 in which the output 
controller further including means for converting the output data into a form compatible 
with an output engine. (Figs 3 and 4; cols 5 and 6, lines 50-67 and 1-32) 

As to claim 18, Cromer teaches the output device of claim 1 in which the output 
data received by the output device includes device dependent data acceptable to the 
output engine. (Figs 3 and 4; cols 5 and 6, lines 50-67 and 1-32) 

As to claim 19, Cromer teaches the output device of claim 1 further includes 
means for converting the output data content into a form compatible with the output 
engine. (Figs 3 and 4; cols 5 and 6, lines 65-67 and 1-9) 

As to claim 24, Cromer teaches the output device of claim 1 in which the output 
data includes device dependent data in relation to the output device. (Figs 3 and 4; cols 
5 and 6, lines 30-67 and 1-48) 
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As to claim 25, Cromer teaches the output device of claim 1 in which the output 
medium is one or more of a substrate, a paper, a display screen, and a projection. (Figs 
3 and 4; col 1, lines 10-18) 

Claims 26, 28-32, 35-38 and 40, and 42 contain similar limitations and are thus 
rejected under similar rationale. 

As to claim 27, Cromer teaches the output device of claim 26 in which the output 
data received at the output device is from a network, (cols 1 and 2, lines 63-67 and 1- 
16) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 4, 8, and 11-13 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cromer et al (US Patent No. 6,493,104) hereinafter referred to as Cromer further in 
view of Monaghan et al (US Patent No 6,840,441). 

As to claim 8, Cromer teaches the output device of claim 1 however does not 
explicitly indicate further including a means for implementing payment processing as 
compensation for rendering of the output content on the output device. 
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Monaghan teaches a payment processing as compensation for rendering of the 
output content on the output device (col 8, lines 6-30) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teachings of Monaghan into those of Cromer to make the 
system more convenient. Enabling a consumer to render objects from anywhere allows 
greater accessibility to network resources making it convenient for the client. The 
provider of such services also benefits from such an implementation. The provider does 
not need to employ personnel to monitor and vend at the specific location. 

Claim 34 contains similar limitations as the claim above and is thus rejected 
under similar rationale. 

As to claim 1 1 , Monaghan teaches the output device of claim 1 further including 
means for implementing a security procedure that limits access to the rendering 
provided by the selected output device. (Fig 1 1 , cols 8 and 9, lines 55-67 and 1-40) 

As to claim 12, Monaghan teaches the output device of claim 1 1 in which the 
security procedure includes storing in a memory component an access control list 
specifying an information apparatus for which the selected output device will render 
output content. (Fig 11, cols 8 and 9, lines 55-67 and 1-40) 

As to claim 13, Monaghan teaches the output device of claim 1 1 in which the 
security procedure includes one or more of a subscription indicator, a login, a password, 
and an authentication. (Fig 11, cols 8 and 9, lines 55-67 and 1-40) 
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As to claim 4, Cromer teaches the output device of claim 1 however does not 
explicitly indicate an audio device as the output device. Monaghan teaches a system in 
which the output device includes an audio output device, (col 3, lines 35-36) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teachings of Monaghan into those of Cromer to make the 
system more versatile. Having the capabilities of displaying output on various media 
will allow the user to use already available resources for many operations. 
8. Claims 21-22 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cromer et al (US Patent No. 6,493,104) hereinafter referred to as Cromer further in 
view of Nagahashi (US Patent No 6,857,716). 

As to claim 21 , Cromer teaches the output device of claim 1 however does not 
explicitly indicate the output device further includes means for performing at least partial 
raster image processing operations on the output data. 

Nagahashi teaches a print-controlling method and device in which the printer 
consults with a table holding relationships of position of all raster lines. (Abstract, col 2, 
lines 14-55) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teachings of Nagahashi into those of Cromer to make the 
system expandable. Since most televisions and computer monitors are raster displays, 
allowing the system to be compatible with this vast group of resources would allow the 
system to expand with seemingly infinite capabilities. 



Application/Control Number: 09/992,183 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2455 

Claim 41 contains similar limitations as the claim above and is thus rejected 
under similar rationale. 

As to claim 22, Nagahashi teaches the output device of claim 21 in which the 
image processing operation includes one or more of an interpretation operation, a 
conversion operation, a rasterization operation, a scaling operation, a segmentation 
operation, color space transform operation, an image enhancement operation, a color 
correction operation, a halftoning operation, a compression operation, and an 
encryption operation. (Abstract, col 2, lines 14-55) 
Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ASAD M. NAWAZ whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3988. The examiner can normally be reached on M-R 6-3:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571 ) 272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Asad M Nawaz/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2455 



